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DETAILED ACTION 

The application has been examined, and Claims 1-34 are pending. The 
objections and rejections are as stated below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of tfiis title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-22,28-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Magary et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication #20010056387, in view of Kitain 
et al., U.S. Patent #5864871. Claims 23-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Magary et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication 
#20010056387, in view of Kitain et al., U.S. Patent #5864871, and further in view of 
Lerneret al., U.S. Patent Application Publication #20010034678. 

With regard to Claim 1, Magary teaches the system comprising: 

an E-broker system with a database that sends information to and receives information 
from an Investor through an investor system; (Figure 1 , Item 1 1 0) 

Magary does not teach the following limitation: 

an electronic dissemination and tabulation system ("EDT") for delivering information to 
or receiving information from the investor system in response to an investor system 
request sent via the E-broker system; 

However, Kitain does teach this limitation at (Col. 11, lines 43-67). Kitain 

generally teaches of a system and method for electronically delivering information and 
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other SEC related documents by an issuer to its shareholders. Magary teaches of 

distributing such documents through broker web sites. It would have been obvious to 

one of ordinary skill in the art at the time applicant's invention was made to combine the 

teachings of Magary and Kitain to disclose applicant's invention as described here in 

Claim 1. The motivation for such a combination is, as Kitain suggest at (Col. 4 lines 31- 

36), that there is a need for information delivery system that meets the needs of both 

corporations and of investors. Magary does teach the final limitation, wherein: 

the EDT system sends information to the investor system in correspondence to stock 
holdings of the Investor as recorded in the E-broker system. 
(Page 3, Para. 33) 

With regard to Claim 2, Magary teaches the system wherein: 

an electronic indication notifies the Investor that information is available or information is 
requested from either the EDT system or the E-broker system. (Page 4, Para. 46) 

With regard to Claim 3, Magary teaches the system wherein: 

wherein the communication between the EDT, E-broker, and investor systems use a 
layering model protocol including at least an application layer, a transport layer an 
Internet layer, a network interface layer and a physical layer. (Page 1, Paras. 17-18, 
describing use of URL's and the Internet, which follow the standard 7-layer protocol) 

With regard to Claim 4, Magary teaches the system wherein: 

the investor system request results from a click on an icon on a website of the E-broker 
system. (Page 2, Para. 23) 

With regard to Claim 5, Magary teaches the system wherein the: 

electronic dissemination and tabulation system provides information by hyperlinked text 
(Page 1, Para. 17) 
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With regard to Claim 6, Magary teaches the system wherein: 

other E-broker systems in addition to the E-broker system inform the EDT system of 
what information can be sent to or received from the investor system by record keeping 
of online activities of Investors in each respective E-broker system. 
(Page 3, Para. 33) 

With regard to Claim 7, Magary does not teach the system wherein: 

the electronic dissemination and tabulation system provides information that includes 
streaming video. 

However, Kitain teaches this limitation at (Col. 5 lines 15-35). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time applicant's invention was made to 
combine the teachings of Magary and Kitain to include streaming video as part of the 
dissemination and distribution. The motivation for such a combination is, as Kitain 
suggest, that there is a need for information delivery system that meets the needs of 
both corporations and of investors. (Col. 4 lines 31-36). Items such as streaming video 
inure to the benefit of investors. 

With regard to Claim 8, Magary teaches the system comprising: 

an investor system for an Investor to send and receive information- 
(Page 2, Para. 23) 

an E-broker system, having a website, that sends information to and receives 
Information from an investor system; (Page 2, Para. 23) 

and wherein the website enables the electronic dissemination and tabulation system to 
send information to or receive information from the investor system in correspondence 
to stock holdings of the Investor as recorded in the E-broker system. (Page 3, Para. 33) 

Magary does not teach the remaining limitations of this claim, however Kitain 
discloses them: 

an electronic dissemination and tabulation system for delivery of information to or 
reception of information from the investor system; (Col. 1 1 lines 43-67) 
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online delivery of documents to Investors, and receiving voting or tendering instructions- 
(Col. 10 lines 26-45) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
applicant's invention was made to combine the teachings of Magary and Kitain to 
disclose applicant's invention as described here in Claim 8. The motivation for such a 
combination is, as Kitain suggest at (Col. 4 lines 31-36), that there is a need for 
information delivery system that meets the needs of both corporations and of investors. 

With regard to Claim 9, Magary teaches the system wherein: 

the investor system is e-mailed notification that information is available on or information 
is requested by the electronic dissemination and tabulation system. (Page 4, Para. 44) 

With regard to Claim 10, Magary teaches the system wherein: 

the communication between the issuer, electronic dissemination and tabulation, E- 
broker, and investor systems uses a layering model protocol including at least an 
application layer, a transport layer an Internet layer, a network interface layer and a 
physical layer. (Page 1, Paras. 17-18, describing use of URL's and the Internet, which 
follow the standard 7-layer protocol) 

With regard to Claim 11, Magary teaches the system wherein: 

a single click in an area of the website by the Investor enables the electronic 
dissemination and tabulation system to send information to the investor system 
(Page 2, Para. 23) 

With regard to Claim 12, Magary teaches the system wherein: 

the E-broker system provides information to the electronic dissemination and tabulation 
system of what information can be sent to or received from the investor system through 
record keeping of activities of the Investor on the E-broker system. (Page 1, Para. 18) 
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With regard to Claim 13, Magary teaches the system wherein: 

other E-broker systems in addition to the E-broker system provide information to the 
electronic dissemination and tabulation system of what information can be sent to or 
received from the investor system by record keeping of online activities of all Investors 
on each respective E-broker system. (Page 3, Para. 33) 

With regard to Claim 14, Magary teaches the method comprising: 

requiring information from Investors of the Issuer who trade on-line with at least one E- 
broker system; (Page 2, Para. 28) 

the Investors connecting to the electronic dissemination and tabulation system via a 
website of the at least one E-broker system for information from the Issuer. 
(Page 4, Para. 47) 

Magary does not expressly teach the following limitation: 

an Issuer of investment securities, or an agent thereof, notifying an electronic 
dissemination and tabulation system of an event 

However, in a similar case, Kitain teaches this limitation at (Col. 10, lines 5-15). 
Kitain generally teaches of a system and method for electronically delivering information 
and other SEC related documents by an issuer to its shareholders. Magary teaches of 
distributing such documents through broker web sites. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time applicant's invention was made to combine the 
teachings of Magary and Kitain to disclose applicant's invention as described in Claim 
14. The motivation for such a combination is, as Kitain suggest, that there is a need for 
information delivery system that meets the needs of both corporations and of investors. 
(Col. 4 lines 31-36) 

With regard to Claim 15, Magary teaches the method wherein: 

the Investor can only connect via a website of the at least one E-broker system to the 
electronic dissemination and tabulation system where the Investor bought investment 
securities of the Issuer through the at least one E-broker system. (Page 2, Para. 21 ) 
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With regard to Claim 16, Magary teaches the method wherein: 

the electronic dissemination and tabulation system e-mails the Investor to inform the 
Investor of the event. (Page 4, Para. 44) 

With regard to Claim 17, Magary does not teach the method wherein: 

the electronic dissemination and tabulation provider searches more than one E-broker 
system to determine the Investors of the Issuer who trade investments on-line. 

However, in a similar case, Kitain teaches this limitation at (Col. 10, lines 26-32). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time applicant's 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Magary, related to the distribution of 
documents through broker web sites, with Kitain, related to searching for investors who 
are shareholders of a particular issuer. The motivation for such a combination is, as 
Kitain suggest, that there is a need for information delivery system that meets the needs 
of both corporations and of investors. (Col. 4 lines 31-36) 

With regard to Claim 18, Magary teaches the method comprising: 

the Investors of the Issuer using an investor system to connect to the electronic 
dissemination and tabulation system to vote via the E-broker system. (Page 3, Para. 32) 

Magary does not disclose the following limitations: 

an Issuer of investment securities, an agent thereof or a third party, notifying an 
electronic dissemination and tabulation provider of an event requiring the dissemination 
of information or a vote of Investors of the issuer by electronic means; 

and the electronic dissemination and tabulation provider capturing data from at least 
one E-broker system on the Investors of the Issuer; 

However, Kitain teaches both these limitations at (Col. 10 lines 26-45). It would 

have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time applicant's invention was 

made to combine the teachings of Magary and Kitain to disclose applicant's invention as 
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described in Claim 18. The motivation for such a combination is, as Kitain suggest, that 

there is a need for information delivery system that meets the needs of both 

corporations and of investors. (Col. 4 lines 31-36) This is particularly true as it relates to 

shareholder voting. 

With regard to Claim 19, Magary teaches the method wherein: 

the Investors securely connect to the electronic dissemination and tabulation system 
from a website of the E-broker system. (Page 3, Para. 32) 

With regard to Claim 20, Magary does not expressly teach the method wherein: 

records of an Investor's vote or an Investor's accesses to information are electronically 
forwarded to the Issuer. 

However, Kitain teaches this limitation at (Col. 10 lines 26-45). It would have 

been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time applicant's invention was 

made to combine the teachings of Magary and Kitain to disclose applicant's invention as 

described in Claim 20. The motivation for such a combination is, as Kitain suggest, that 

there is a need for information delivery system that meets the needs of both 

corporations and of investors. (Col. 4 lines 31-36) This is particularly true as it relates to 

shareholder voting. 

With regard to Claim 21, Magary does not expressly teach the method wherein: 

the information includes EDGAR filings of the Issuer obtained by the electronic 
dissemination and tabulation system from the SEC database. 

However, Kitain teaches this limitation at (Col. 4 lines 19-30). It would have been 

obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time applicant's invention was made to 

combine the teachings of Magary and Kitain to disclose applicant's invention as 

described in Claim 21. The motivation for such a combination is, as Kitain suggest, that 
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there is a need for information delivery system that meets the needs of both 
corporations and of investors. (Col. 4 tines 31-36). This is particularly true as it relates to 
EDGAR filings. 

With regard to Claim 22, Magary teaches the method wherein: 

the electronic dissemination and tabulation system is used to e-mail the investor system 
to inform the Investor of the event. (Page 4, Para. 44) 

With regard to Claim 23, Magary teaches the following limitation: 

Investors of the Issuer using the E-broker system to mail notice of the event; 

the Investors using a website of the E-broker system to tender/exchange their 
securities in the Issuer. (Page 4, Para. 46) 

Kitain teaches the following limitation: 

an Issuer of investment securities, or an agent thereof, notifying an electronic 
dissemination and tabulation provider of an event; (Col. 1 0, lines 5-1 5) 

the electronic dissemination and tabulation provider capturing data from an E-broker 
system on Investors of the issuer; (Col. 1 0 lines 26-45). 

Neither Kitain nor Magary teaches of a method wherein: 

the Investors using a website of the E-broker system to tender/exchange their securities 
in the Issuer. 

However in an analogous case, Lerner teaches this limitation at (Page 3, Para. 
43) wherein information about tender offers are distributed, and presumably received. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time applicant's 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Magary, Kitain, and Lerner to disclose 
applicant's invention as described in Claim 23. The motivation for such a combination is, 
as Kitain suggest, that there is a need for an information delivery system that meets the 
needs of both corporations and of investors. (Col. 4 lines 31-36). 
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With regard to Claim 24, Magary teaches the method wherein: 

each Investor uses an investor system to connect to the electronic dissemination and 
tabulation system from the website, (Page 3, Para. 32) 

With regard to Claim 25, Magary does not teach the method wherein: 

responses of the Investors to the tender/exchange event are electronically forwarded to 
the E-broker system. 

However, forwarding of responses from events is implied in Kitain at (Col. 10 
lines 26-45), and when combined with the tender offer events of Lemer, serves to teach 
the limitation of Claim 25. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time applicant's invention was made to combine the teachings of Magary, 
Kitain, and Lemer. The motivation for such a combination is, as Kitain suggest, that 
there is a need for an information delivery system that meets the needs of both 
corporations and of investors. (Col. 4 lines 31 -36). 

With regard to Claim 26, Magary teaches the method wherein: 

the tender/exchange offer includes information from the SEC database obtained by the 
electronic dissemination and tabulation system. (Page 2, Para. 27) 

With regard to Claim 27, Magary teaches the method wherein: 

the electronic dissemination and tabulation system e-mails the investor system 
regarding the event. (Page 4, Para. 44) 

With regard to Claim 28, Magary teaches the method wherein: 

the Investors using investor systems to connect to an electronic dissemination and 
tabulation provider via a website of the at least one E-broker system to receive event 
information. (Col. 13 lines 43-48) 
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Magary does not teach the following limitation: 

an Issuer of investment securities, or an agent thereof, notifying an electronic 
dissemination and tabulation provider of event information for Investors who trade on- 
line with at least one E-broker system; 

However, Kitain does teach this step at (Col. 10, lines 5-15). Kitain generally 

teaches of a system and method for electronically delivering information and other SEC 

related documents by an issuer to its shareholders. Magary teaches of distributing such 

documents through broker web sites. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 

in the art at the time applicant's invention was made to combine the teachings of 

Magary and Kitain to disclose applicant's invention as described in Claim 28. The 

motivation for such a combination is, as Kitain suggest at (Col. 4 lines 31-36), that there 

is a need for information delivery system that meets the needs of both corporations and 

of investors. 

With regard to Claim 29, Magary teaches the method wherein: 

the Investors using investor systems securely connect to the electronic dissemination 
and tabulation provider from a website of the E-broker system. 
(Page 3, Para. 32) 

With regard to Claim 30, Magary does not teach the method wherein: 

confirmation of an investor system accessing event information is electronically 
forwarded to the issuer. 

However, Kitain teaches this limitation at (Col. 5 lines 53-62). It would have been 

obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time applicant's invention was made to 

combine the teachings of Magary and Kitain to disclose applicant's invention as 

described in Claim 30. The motivation for such a combination is, as Kitain suggest at 
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(Col. 4 lines 31-36), that there Is a need for information delivery system that meets the 

needs of both corporations and of investors. 

With regard to Claim 31, Magary teaches the method wherein: 

the electronic dissemination and tabulation provider e-mails the investor system 
regarding the event. (Page 4, Para. 44) 

With regard to Ciaim-32, Magary teaches the method wherein: 

the Investors using an investor system to connect to an electronic dissemination and 
tabulation system via a website of at least one E-broker system; 
(Page 3, Para. 32) 

Magary does not specifically teach the step wherein: 

the electronic dissemination and tabulation system remotely administers online delivery 
of materials to the Investors which have been authenticated into the E-broker's website, 

However, Kitain does teach this step at (Col. 7 line 53 - Col. 8 line 4). Kitain 

generally teaches of a system and method for electronically delivering information and 

other SEC related documents by an issuer to its shareholders. Magary teaches of 

distributing such documents through broker web sites. It would have been obvious to 

one of ordinary skill in the art at the time applicant's invention was made to combine the 

teachings of Magary and Kitain to disclose applicant's invention as described in Claim 

32, relating to electronic dissemination. The motivation for such a combination is, as 

Kitain suggest at (Col. 4 lines 31-36), that there is a need for information delivery 

system that meets the needs of both corporations and of investors. Continuing though, 

Magary teaches the method further comprising: 

processes related instructions related to the materials, without the Investors leaving the 
E-broker's website. (Page 4, Col. 52) 
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With regard to Claim 33, Magary does not teach the method wherein: 

confirmation of an investor system accessing event information is electronically 
forwarded to the issuer. 

However, Kitain teaches this limitation at (Col. 5 lines 53-62). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time applicant's invention was made to 
combine the teachings of Magary and Kitain to disclose applicant's invention as 
described in Claim 33. The motivation for such a combination is, as Kitain suggest at 
(Col. 4 lines 31-36), that there is a need for information delivery system that meets the 
needs of both corporations and of investors. 

With regard to Claim 34, Magary teaches the method wherein: 

wherein the electronic dissemination and tabulation system e-mails the investor system 
regarding the event. (Page 4, Para. 44) 

Conclusion 

The following prior art, made of record but not relied upon, is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure: 

a) Tozzoli et al., U.S. Patent #5717989, February 10, 1998, Full Service Trade 
System. 

b) Yurino et al., U.S. Patent #6810386, October 26, 2004, Company Information 
Disclosure System and Memory Medium 

c) Muftic, U.S. Patent #5850442, December 1 5, 1 998, Secure World Wide 
Electronic Commerce Over an Open Network. 

d) Sanborn, U.S. Patent Application Publication #20030028467, February 6 2003 
Method of Raising Capital for Early Stage Companies through Broker-Dealer. 

e) LaFore et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication #20020032640, March 14 
2002, Data Processing System and Method for Managing Broker Transaction 
Information. 



Application/Control Number: 09/760,745 Page 14 

Art Unit: 3624 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James Alpert whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
4001. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00-5:30. If attempts to reach 
the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Vincent Millin 
can be reached on (703) 308-1065. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

James M. Alpert 



March 21, 2005 




ALAIN LBASHORE 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



